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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Camden: Preview of New 
Jersey’s Future? 


I park my car in the lot in front 
of the rectory of Sacred Heart in 
Camden, N.J., and walk through a gray 
drizzle to Emerald Street. My friend Lolly 
Davis, whose blood pressure recently 
shot up and whose kidneys shut down, 
had been taken to a hospital but was 
now home. I climb the concrete steps to 
her row house and ring the bell. There is 
an overpowering stench of garbage in 
the street. Her house is set amid other 
brick and wooden residences, some of 
which have been refurbished under 
Monsignor Michael Doyle’s Heart of 
Camden project at Sacred Heart, a 
Roman Catholic parish. Other structures 
on Davis’ street sit derelict or bear the 
scars of decay and long abandonment. 

Camden’s plight is worse than 
that of Youngstown, Ohio, or Detroit, 
worse than that of east New York or 
Watts. It is a dead city. It makes and 
produces nothing. It is the poorest city in 
the United States and is usually ranked 
year after year as one of the most, and 
often the most, dangerous. Camden is 
one of our many internal colonies in 
North America beset with the familiar 
corruption and brutal police repression 
that characterize the despotic regimes I 
covered as a reporter in Africa and Latin 
America. The per capita income in the 
city is $11,967, and nearly 40 percent of 
the residents live below the poverty line. 
Large swaths of Camden lie empty and 
abandoned. There are more than 1,500 
derelict, abandoned row houses, empty 
shells of windowless brick factories and 
gutted and abandoned gas stations. 
There are overgrown vacant lots filled 
with garbage and old tires and rusted 
appliances. There are neglected, weed- 
filled cemeteries and boarded-up 
storefronts. There are perhaps a 
hundred open-air drug markets, most 


run by gangs such as the Bloods, the 
Latin Kings, Los Nietos and MS-13 
(Mara Salvatrucha). Knots of young 
Hispanic or African-American men in 
black leather jackets sell weed, dope 
and crack to customers, many of whom 
drive in from the suburbs, in brazen 
defiance of the law. The drug trade is 
perhaps the city’s only thriving business. 
A weapon is never more than a few feet 
away from the drug set, usually stashed 
behind a trash can, in the grass or on a 
porch, always within easy reach.... The 
guns are kept for protection from rival 
gangs that send out groups to prey on 
rival drug dealers, stealing their drugs 
and cash. To be poor is to face the 
awful fact that nonviolence is a luxury 
that few on the streets can afford. 

When cartoonist Joe Sacco 
and I were working on the book Days of 
Destruction , Days of Revolt , a federal 
grand jury in Camden charged a local 
cop nicknamed “Fat Face” and some of 
his colleagues with planting drugs on 
suspects, bribing prostitutes with drugs 
for information, lying on police reports, 
beating up suspects and conducting 
searches without warrants. Three of the 
city’s mayors have gone to prison for 
corruption in the last couple of decades. 
The school system and the police 
department have been taken over by the 
state. The deeper the descent the more 
the criminal class and the city authorities 
become indistinguishable, a smaller 
version of what has been replicated by 
corporations across the nation. Camden 
may have an African-American mayor, 
just as America may have an African- 
American president, but the faces and 
races of political leaders are no 
impediment to the ruthless cannibalizing 
of the country by corporate capitalism. 

Camden fell into grim decline in 
the 1960s as industries that had once 
provided employment, including a 


shipyard that at its height provided 
36,000 jobs, packed up and left. The 
riots in August 1971 dealt Camden a 
near-fatal blow. The word spread among 
African-Americans as the city erupted 
that they should hang something red in 
their windows if they wanted their 
homes spared from arson attacks. Lolly 
immediately informed her white 
neighbors to hang red in their windows 
to save their homes. 

“My brother came into the 
house, and told me, put red in the 
window because they’re going to 
firebomb the house,” Lolly says. “I said, 
‘Oh my goodness! Oh, my goodness!’ I 
went across the street and I told my 
friend Gigi, ‘Look, y’all gotta put some 
red in the window.’ I said, ‘Y’all can’t tell 
nobody where you heard from, because 
they gonna kill me, you know.’ So they 
put [up a] red Christmas sock. I put my 
brother’s red underwear. I go tape [it] in 
my window, tape in my window.” 

“Stores moved out” in the 
aftermath of the riots, Lolly says. “J.C. 
Penney left. ... Five-and-10 closed up 
downtown. ... All the supermarkets, we 
had Acme, we have an Acme no more.” 

“Everything is gone,” she adds. 
“Camden went downhill.” 

From “Why We Fight” by Chris 
Hedges posted June 25, 2012 on 
http://readersupportednews. org 

NJ the #1 Vacation Spot for 
Gangs & Carjackers 

By Anthony P. Colandro 

Belleville, NJ - Attention 
Home Invaders, Carjackers, Gang 
Members... Thinking about a working 
vacation? 

Why not visit New Jersey 
this summer? 

Our sandy beaches are 
inviting... A perfect place for the family 
to scavenger hunt for discarded 







syringes - while you ply your trade in 
peace and comfort. Worried about 
getting shot by your victim while 
robbing, raping and pillaging? 

No problem. 

In New Jersey, law-abiding 
citizens are required to run and cower, 
when you kick in their door. And if they 
try to harm you in any way, we'll arrest 
and prosecute them on your behalf. 
Plus, if you're injured while committing 
a crime, New Jersey law allows you to 
sue your victim and take whatever 
they've got left. And in the rare case 
you're apprehended by police while 
committing your crime - New Jersey's 
famous Catch and Release Policy 
guarantees you'll be back with your 
homies in time for dinner. 

What other state give you 
that kind of freedom? And here's the 
best part... New Jersey has over 9- 
million victims, just waiting for you. And 
with only 1900 pistol carry permits! 

You're more likely to be 
struck by lightning then encounter a 
law-abiding, armed citizen, here in the 
Garden State. 

Heck... we're even making it 
illegal for our citizens to own plastic toy 
guns. 

In the mood for adventure? 
Head to Atlantic City - where we make 
it easy for you to rob and kill tourists in 
the comfort of our climate-controlled 
parking garages... then head to the 
casino, where you can parlay your 
winnings into a jackpot. There's even 
free booze! And don't forget the 
Wildwoods’ famous beaches and 
boardwalk...where clueless, Canadian 
tourists gather in large numbers-for 
your entertainment and profit. Fleece a 
few... while your kids enjoy the famous 
boardwalk, fries, cotton candy or ride 
the Ferris wheel. 

And if you're new to the 
game, or just want to sharpen your 
skills... New Jersey cities offer a great 
opportunity to meet fellow criminals, 
and gain valuable professional 
experience... in a crime-friendly 
environment. Plan your trip around any 
of our thousands of state political 
fundraisers, and learn from the pros! 

Bring the gang. Wear your 
colors with pride. New Jersey's open 
for business! 

Chosen by 18 of the 
nineteen 9-11 Hijackers as "the perfect 
place to hide out!" 

New Jersey, the criminal's 
paradise... "Come see for yourself!" 
— www.ammoland.com June 12, 2012 
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Small-Town Cops Pile Up on 
Useless Military Gear 

By Lorenzo Franceschi-Bicchierai 

Small police departments 
across America are collecting 
battlefield-grade arsenals thanks to a 
program that allows them to get their 
hands on military surplus equipment - 
amphibious tanks, night-vision goggles, 
and even barber chairs or underwear - 
at virtually no cost, except for shipment 
and maintenance. 

In 2011 alone, more than 
700,000 items were transferred to 
police departments for a total value of 
$500 million. This year, as of May 15, 
police departments already acquired 
almost $400 million worth of stuff. Last 
year’s record would have certainly 
been shattered if the Arizona Republic 
hadn’t revealed that a local police 
department used the program to 
stockpile equipment - and then sold 
the gear to others, something that is 
strictly forbidden. Three weeks after the 
revelation, the Pentagon decided to 
partly suspend distribution of surplus 
material until all agencies could put 
together an up-to-date inventory of all 
the stuff they got through the years. A 
second effort, which gives federal 
grants to police departments to 
purchase equipment, is still ongoing, 
however. According to the Center for 
Investigative Reporting, since 9/11, the 
grants have totaled $34 billion. 

Which means billions of 
dollars’ worth of military gear are in the 
hands of cops who neither need the 
equipment nor are properly trained to 
use it, critics charge. At best, it’s a 
waste of resources (since the gear still 
has to be maintained). At worst, it could 
cost lives. 

Take the 50-officer police 
department in Oxford, Alabama, a town 
of 20,000 people. It has stockpiled 
around $3 million of equipment, ranging 
from M-16 rifles and helmet-mounted 
infrared goggles to its own armored 
vehicle, a Puma. In Tupelo, Mississippi, 
home to 35,000, the local police 
acquired a helicopter for only $7,500 
through the surplus program. The 
chopper, however, had to be upgraded 
for $100,000 and it now costs $20,000 
a year in maintenance. 

The Nebraska State Patrol 
has three amphibious eight-wheeled 
tanks. Their highest achievement has 
been helping with a flood and with a 
shooting a couple of weeks ago. 

In Lebanon, Tennessee, a 
town of less than 30,000 people, Mike 
Justice, the public safety coordinator, 


was so eager to accumulate military 
goods that he used to wake up at 3:00 
a.m. to be the first person logged in at 
the government’s first-come, first-serve 
online store. Thanks to his sleepless 
nights, since 2007, Lebanon has 
collected $4 million worth of stuff, 
including tanks, weapons and heavy 
equipment like bulldozers and truck 
loaders. Lebanon’s tank, an LAV 150, 
has been used only “five or six times,” 
according to Justice. Although it did 
help save a man who tried to commit 
suicide, spotting him with the tank’s 
infrared camera. 

Justice thinks the program 
is a great way to save taxpayers’ 
money. “We tell all of our taxpayers 
around here: ‘You paid for this 
equipment once, when the federal 
government bought it,”’ Justice told 
Danger Room. “You pay for it once, 
you might as well use it.” 

To ease potential popular 
concerns, the Lebanon police painted 
its tank black, to match its colors with 
the SWAT team. “We try not to keep 
these things military-colored,” said 
Justice. 

“There’s been an 
unmistakable trend toward more and 
more militarization of American law 
enforcement,” Norm Stamper, former 
Chief of the Seattle Police Department 
and author of Breaking Rank: A Top 
Cop’s Expose of the Dark Side of 
American Policing, told Danger Room. 
During his tenure in Seattle, he 
clamped down on the WTO protests in 
1999, the infamous “Battle in Seattle.” 
It’s a response he now calls 
“disastrous.” 

According to Stamper, 
having small local police departments 
go around with tanks and military gear 
has “a chilling effect on any effort to 
strengthen the relationship” between 
the community and the cops. And that’s 
not the only danger. “There’s no 
justification for them having that kind of 
equipment, for one obvious reason, 
and that is if they have it, they will find 
a way to use it. And if they use it they 
will misuse it altogether too many 
times,” said Stamper. What happened 
a year ago in Arizona, when marine 
veteran Jose Guerena was shot down 
during a drug raid that found no drugs 
in his house, could very well be an 
example of that misuse. 

— www.wired.com/dangerroom June 
26,2012 




In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 






Homeland Security Report 
Lists ‘Liberty Lovers’ as 
Terrorists 

By Paul Joseph Watson 

A new study funded by the 
Department of Homeland Security 
characterizes Americans who are 
“suspicious of centralized federal 
authority,” and “reverent of individual 
liberty” as “extreme right-wing” 
terrorists. 

Entitled Hot Spots of 
Terrorism and Other Crimes in the 
United States, 1970-2008, the study 
was produced by the National 
Consortium for the Study of Terrorism 
and Responses to Terrorism at the 
University of Maryland with DHS 
funding to the tune of $12 million 
dollars. 

While largely omitting 
Islamic terrorism - the report fails 
completely to mention the 1993 World 
Trade Center bombing - the study 
instead focuses on Americans who 
hold beliefs shared by the vast majority 
of conservatives and libertarians and 
puts them in the context of radical 
extremism. 

The report takes its 
definitions from a 2011 study entitled 
Profiles of Perpetrators of Terrorism, 
produced by the NCSTRT, in which the 
following characteristics are used to 
identify terrorists. 

- Americans who believe their “way of 
life” is under attack; 

Americans who are “fiercely 
nationalistic (as opposed to universal 
and international in orientation)”; 

- People who consider themselves 
“anti-global” (presumably those who 
are wary of the loss of American 
sovereignty); 

- Americans who are “suspicious of 
centralized federal authority” 

- Americans who are “reverent of 
individual liberty”; 

- People who “believe in conspiracy 
theories that involve grave threat to 
national sovereignty and/or personal 
liberty.” 

The report also lists people 
opposed to abortion and “groups that 
seek to smite the purported enemies of 
God and other evildoers” as terrorists. 

As we have exhaustively 
documented on numerous occasions, 
federal authorities and particularly the 
DHS have been involved in producing a 
deluge of literature which portrays 
liberty lovers and small government 
advocates as terrorists. 

The most flagrant example 
was the infamous 2009 MIAC report, 
published by the Missouri Information 
Analysis Center and first revealed by 


Infowars, which framed Ron Paul 
supporters, libertarians, people who 
display bumper stickers, people who 
own gold, or even people who fly a 
U.S. flag, as potential terrorists 

The rush to denounce 
legitimate political beliefs as thought 
crimes, or even mundane behaviors, by 
insinuating they are shared by 
terrorists, has accelerated in recent 
months. 

Under the FBI’s 
Communities Against Terrorism 
program, the bulk purchase of food is 
labeled as a potential indication of 
terrorist activity, as is using cash to pay 
for a cup of coffee, and showing an 
interest in web privacy when using the 
Internet in a public place. 

The federal government 
routinely characterizes mundane 
behavior as extremist activity or a 
potential indicator of terrorist intent. As 
part of its ‘See Something, Say 
Something’ campaign, the DHS 
educates the public that generic 
activities performed by millions of 
people every day, including using a 
video camera, talking to police officers, 
wearing hoodies, driving vans, writing 
on a piece of paper, and using a cell 
phone recording application, are all 
potential signs of terrorist activity. The 
DHS stoked controversy last year when 
it released a series of videos to 
promote the See Something, Say 
Something campaign in which almost 
all of the terrorists portrayed in the 
PSAs were white Americans. 

- www.infowars.com July 4, 2012 

FBI Fakery 

In 1991 the FBI created a 
fake right-wing extremist group in 
Texas dubbed the Veterans Aryan 
Movement, according to a Freedom of 
Information request by Foreign Policy 
magazine. VAM was a three member 
team led by an agent working under the 
alias David Rossi. The operation, 
codenamed PATCON (short for Patriot 
conspiracy) lasted two years. During 
that time the FBI used VAM to track a 
wide range of radical and fringe groups 
associated with the so-called patriot 
movement. 

The documents reveal an 
institutional reluctance to pursue 
investigations based merely on 
suspects’ beliefs. In April 1993 an FBI 
review committee warned agents to 
focus on criminal conduct, rather than 
constitutionally protected speech. By 
July 1993 the Bureau shut the 
investigation down, citing “insufficient 
justification.” 

— Reason, Aug./Sept. 2012 


“To die in a good cause” 

You say you care about the 
2nd Amendment, property rights, the 
use of drones to spy on you, TSA 
touching your privates and your kids 
privates? You say you don't want 
forced inoculations and GMO food? 
You say you don't like having your 
rights taken away and replaced by 
privileges that you then have to pay 
for? 

You say you don't like un¬ 
declared war or OUR troops being 
under NATO and UN command or a 
national debt that is getting worse? 

You're an Oath Keeper, a Tea 
Party member, an NRA member, a 
home schooler, an organic gardener, a 
Christian, a 1%er, a 99%er or a 
100%er and you've never spoken out? 
You're a veteran and you never care to 
pass out DVDs about depleted uranium 
or the sicknesses caused as a direct 
result of Executive Order 13139 but 
you claim to support the troops? 

As was well said by Gen. 
Abercrombie noted in the book, Robert 
Rogers of the Rangers by Mr. John R. 
Cuneo, "It is better to die in a good 
cause, than shamefully lingering out an 
old age, and dying in one’s bed, without 
having done his country any service.” 

Ed.: President Clinton 

signed Executive Order 13139, titled 
“Improving Health Protection of Military 
Personnel Participating in Particular 
Military Operations”, on Sept. 30, 1999 
authorizing the Department of Defense 
to administer "new investigational 
drugs" [drugs not approved by the FDA] 
to troops —- with or without their 
consent —- to protect them from 
biological, chemical or radiological 
agents during military actions. 

Joyce Riley vonKleist, a 
spokeswoman for the Gulf War 
Veterans Association, has said that 
veterans returned home suffering 
maladies from both the toxicological 
and radiological elements they 
encountered in Iraq and Kuwait and 
from [un-approved] pyridostigmine 
bromide tablets issued to the 1991 Gulf 
War military. 

Obama-style “new-speak” 

In 2008 President Obama 
said, ‘I taught the Constitution for ten 
years, I believe in the Constitution, and 
I will obey the Constitution of the United 
States. We’re not going to use signing 
statements as a way of doing an end 
run around Congress.’ - From Into the 
Tumbrils With Them, January 6-8, 
2012, CounterPunch.org. 




New Hampshire Adopts Jury 
Nullification 

By J.D. Tuccille 

Jury nullification, in which 
jurors refuse to convict defendants 
under laws they find objectionable or 
inappropriately applied, is a favored 
tactic of many libertarians who, rightly 
or wrongly perceive individual liberty 
as, at best, a minority taste among their 
neighbors. They like the idea of a tool 
that can be wielded on the spot to 
shield people from powerful control 
freaks without first having to win a 
popularity contest. But nullification is 
useful only if people know about. And 
last week, New Hampshire's governor 
signed a law requiring the state's 
judges to permit defense attorneys to 
inform jurors of their right to nullify the 
law. 

On June 18, Governor John 
Lynch signed HB 146, which reads: a 
Right of Accused. In all criminal 
proceedings the court shall permit the 
defense to inform the jury of its right to 
judge the facts and the application of 
the law in relation to the facts in 
controversy. 

Short, simple and to the 
point. Nullification advocate Tim Lynch, 
of the Cato Institute, thinks it's a step in 
the right direction, though not 
necessarily a game-changer. Says he: 
This is definitely a step forward for 
advocates of jury trial. Allowing counsel 
to speak directly to the jury about this 
subject is something that is not allowed 
in all the courthouses outside of New 
Hampshire-so, again, this is good. I am 
concerned, however, that this language 
does not go far enough. We don’t know 
how much pressure trial judges will 
exert on defense counsel. As noted 
above, if the attorney’s argument is “too 
strenuous,” the judge may reprimand 
the attorney in some way or deliver his 
own strenuous instruction about how 
the jurors must ultimately accept the 
law as described by the court, not the 
defense. I’m also afraid what the jurors 
hear will too often depend on the 
particular judge and, then, what that 
judge wants to do in a particular case. 

So the law is an 
improvement over the old order, 
especially in an era when courts and 
judges are overtly trying to suppress 
jury independence, but one whose 
effectiveness is yet to be determined. 

But is this faith in jury 
nullification misplaced? How likely are 
we and our neighbors to symbolically 
flip our middle fingers to the powers 
that be and free defendants charged 
with, say drug offenses or gun law 
violations? After all, the power has long 


existed, but you don't often hear of 
juries staging revolts. 

It does happen, though, as 
a much-covered 2010 Montana case 
demonstrates, when a trial never even 
started because the court was unable 
to find enough jurors willing to convict 
somebody for marijuana possession. 
And a lot of nullification may fly under 
the radar, because it results in hung 
juries rather than full acquittals, and 
because judges and prosecutors really 
want to keep it quiet. 

Back in 1999, the 
Washington Post wrote: In courthouses 
across the country, an unprecedented 
level of juror activism is taking hold, 
ignited by a movement of people who 
are turning their back on the evidence 
they hear at trial and instead using the 
jury box as a bold form of civil protest. 

The most concrete sign of 
the trend is the sharp jump in the 
percentage of trials that end in hung 
juries. For decades, a 5 percent hung 
jury rate was considered the norm, 
derived from a landmark study of the 
American jury by Harry Kalven Jr. and 
Hans Zeisel published 30 years ago. In 
recent years, however, that figure has 
doubled and quadrupled, depending on 
location. 

That article featured future 
Attorney General Eric Holder objecting 
that, "There is a real potential danger if 
this problem goes unchecked." 

A 2002 study on hung juries 
by the National Center for State Courts 
found that "In 63% of cases in which 
the jury deadlocked, the majority of 
jurors voted in favor of conviction 
compared to 24% of cases in which the 
majority of jurors voted in favor of 
acquittal ..." Such numbers are 
considered a strong, if not conclusive 
sign of widespread nullification. Two of 
that study's authors, Paula Hannaford- 
Agor, of the NCSC, and Valerie P. 
Hans, of Cornell Law School, penned a 
2003 paper published in the Chicago- 
Kent Law Review that said: The 
criminal justice community has become 
increasingly concerned about the policy 
implications of jury nullification, 
especially as jury nullification manifests 
itself in hung juries. A number of 
communities, especially in California, 
report that up to one-quarter of all 
criminal jury trials routinely result in 
mistrials due to jury deadlock. 

That paper also concluded 
that strictly defined nullification isn't 
always distinguishable from doubts 
about the strength of a case, since the 
two tend to run together when jurors 
are skeptical about the credibility and 
legitimacy of police and the courts. 


So jury nullification may be 
one of those things we're already 
soaking in without realizing it, because 
people with doubts about the law 
stubbornly bring acquittals or deadlock 
juries without painting their actions in 
political colors. Now, in New 
Hampshire, maybe we'll get to see 
what happens when jurors are told that 
what they're already doing is officially 
OK. 

-- reason.com/blog/2012/06/29 

The Hidden Weapon of “Gun 
Control” Advocates 

By Kirby Ferris 

Advocates of victim 
disarmament owe their tactics and 
techniques to one Saul Alinsky. Hillary 
Clinton sat at his feet. Barack Hussein 
Obama was spoon fed his teachings. 
Bill Clinton was Saul’s ideological son. 

For decades lie after lie 
from the gun grabbers results in more 
and more anti firearms ownership 
legislation. Though there are sixty five 
million gun owners in America today, a 
huge “interest group”, gun registration 
(and outright confiscation) have never 
loomed so ominously. Today a kid 
draws a picture of a gun in class and 
gets hustled off to a shrink and likely 
suspended. Lunacy reigns. But it didn’t 
happen accidentally. We’ve arrived at 
the endgame of a process that Saul 
Alinsky polished, packaged, and taught 
with unbelievable skill and cynicism. 

Alinsky’s last book, 
published in 1971, a year before he 
died, is titled Rules for Radicals, the 
“hidden weapon” of the more 
sophisticated “gun control” advocates. 

Here are Alinsky’s thirteen 
rules. The old saw, “know thine 
enemy”, is ably served. The next time 
you see an anti-gun politician or 
spokesperson spouting off about 
“responsible gun ownership”, or 
“keeping guns out of the hands of 
criminals”, or “the rights of hunters” 
understand that it is deception based 
upon Alinsky’s tactics. 

Rule 1: Power is not only 
what you have, but what the enemy 
thinks you have. If your organization 
is small, hide your numbers in the 
dark and raise a din that will make 
everyone think you have many more 
people than you do. 

The anti-freedom Violence 
Policy Center which has no members 
and is run basically by two highly paid 
staffers is a case in point. [See the 
article “The Mouse That Roared” 
below.] 

Rule 2: Never go outside 
the experience of your people. The 




result is confusion, fear, and retreat. 

The NRA operates on schmooze, 
backslapping, and insidious ground 
losing compromise. Handgun Control 
Inc. runs on secrecy, back stabbing, 
and unwavering betrayal of agreement. 
They are winning. We are losing. 

Rule 3: Whenever 

possible, go outside the experience 
of the enemy. Here you want to 
cause confusion, fear, and retreat. 
This is easy for the Chuck Schumers 
and the Dianne Feinsteins. They are 
liars. Gun owners are perhaps 
inculcated with more honesty than any 
other easily definable social group. So 
when Feinstein or Schumer fights dirty, 
our side tends to cringe in disgust and 
confusion and disbelief. How many 
times have you heard a gun owner ask: 
“How can they lie like that?!” They lie 
because it is working! 

Rule 4: Make the enemy 
live up to its own book of rules. 
“You can kill them with this, for they 
can no more obey their own rules 
than the Christian church can live up 
to Christianity.” 

Have you ever noticed that there is 
always a pastor, priest, or rabbi at an 
anti-gun rally? Their message is subtle 
and corrosive: “Thou shalt not kill". The 
underlying subliminal context? Self- 
defense is a sin. The accurate 
translation of the Sixth Commandment 
is “Thou shalt not murder". 

Rule 5: Ridicule is man’s 
most potent weapon. It’s hard to 
counter-attack ridicule, and it 
infuriates the opposition, which then 
reacts to your advantage. 

Gun owners are “hillbillys”, “rednecks”, 
“macho”, “gun nuts”, “extremists”, 
“paranoid”, and, if the gun owner is 
male “in fear of their sexual 
inadequacy”. How many times have 
you wanted to kick smirking Chuckie 
Schumer. Bingo! He won. You just lost. 

Rule 6: A good tactic is 
one your people enjoy. “If your 
people aren’t having a ball doing it, 
there is something very wrong with 
the tactic.” 

Our devious opposition has a flair for 
drama and theater. Meanwhile the pro¬ 
gun activist is usually forty or older. In 
the realm of pure energy, they’ve got 
us beat. This is why it is so important to 
get youngsters into shooting and gun 
safety and the moral issues involved 
with that most basic human right, the 
right to self-defense. JPFO’s “Grampa 
Jack” series of educational comic 
books is the perfect way to introduce 
youngsters to our cause. 

Rule 7: A tactic that drags 
on for too long becomes a drag. 


Commitment may become ritualistic 
as people turn to other issues. 

Here is where we can beat them. The 
pro-gun activist knows, with grim 
certainty, what waits at the end of gun 
confiscation. This somber 

understanding keeps our shoulders to 
the plow. Our foundational tactics are: 
Truth and history. It is that simple. 

Rule 8: Keep the pressure 
on. Use different tactics and actions 
and use all events of the period for 
your purpose. 

Every sordid event that involves a 
firearm draws them like flies. That is, 
unless the event is the morally 
righteous use of a firearm that leaves 
an innocent citizen alive. Then you 
don’t hear a peep from Chuckie or 
Sarah or Dianne, do you? 

Rule 9: The threat is more 
terrifying than the thing itself. 

Alinsky arranged civil obstructions that 
would be financially damaging to a city. 
He’d call for a “sit in” or demonstration 
and then shake down the city to fund 
his pet socialist projects. Watch for the 
gun grabbers to call in pimp politicians 
like Jesse Jackson and Al Sharpton 
when the “Big Threat”, the race card, 
needs to be played. 

Rule 10: "The major 
premise for tactics is the 
development of operations that will 
maintain a constant pressure upon 
the opposition. It is this unceasing 
pressure that results in the reactions 
from the opposition that are 
essential for the success of the 
campaign." 

Our adversaries entire premise is a lie! 
They outflank, snipe from cover, and 
retreat. They’ll push a cliche until it 
wears thin and then change pace, like 
a quarterback switching back and forth 
from ground game to passing game. 

Rule 11: "If you push a 
negative hard and deep enough, it 
will break through into its 
counterside... every positive has its 
negative." 

This encapsulates Alinsky’s cynicism 
and amorality. The victim disarmament 
crowd deep down believes that lying to 
achieve their goals is okay. “A lie told 
often enough becomes the truth.” 
Vladimir Lenin. 

Rule 12: The price of a 
successful attack is a constructive 
alternative. Avoid being trapped by 
an opponent or an interviewer who 
says, “Okay, what would you do?” 
This is where we can pin them like 
wriggling worms. Because they dream 
of complete gun confiscation. Many are 
actually mentally ill. See: Dr. Sarah 
Thomson’s article, “Raging Against Self 
Defense” and JPFO’s counter to the 


lies of the gun grabbers (JPFO's 
Genocide Chart). 

Rule 13: Pick the target, 
freeze it, personalize it, polarize it. 
Don’t try to attack abstract 
corporations or bureaucracies. 
Identify a responsible individual. 
Ignore attempts to shift or spread 
the blame. 

This is why Michael Moore targeted 
Charlton Heston in “Bowling for 
Columbine”. Moore’s use of Alinsky’s 
tactics (specifically ridicule) is 
insidiously brilliant. We should learn 
from him. Yes, study Saul Alinsky. 
Because therein we can learn how to 
spot the tactic, arm ourselves with the 
counter-tactic, and then ruthlessly and 
effectively retaliate and neutralize. It’s 
time to take the gloves off. It is brass 
knuckles time, friends. The future of our 
freedom, and the freedom of our 
children and grandchildren, depends on 
it. We must fight fire with fire. Nothing 
else will work. 

Ferris is Operations 
Manager for Jews for the Preservation 
of Firearms Ownership. 

- JFPO 1/29/09 

The Mouse That Roared 

The Violence Policy Center 
is often cited by the national media as a 
reliable source of information regarding 
violent crime and gun ownership, as if 
the two were actually related. 

But how credible is the 
VPC's research? And, who exactly 
does VPC represent? 

Its studies on "gun death" 
and black homicide, for example, show 
how VPC's own data contradict its 
conclusions In both studies homicide 
rates in right-to-carry states were lower 
than in non-RTC states. 

Still the media gives the 
VPC a platform to bellow its outrageous 
anti-gun tirades as if it represents a 
broad-based consensus. 

VPC's tax returns on 
Philanthropic Research's website 
GuideStar highlights some interesting 
data. In 2010 the six-figure salaries of 
Executive Director Josh Sugarman and 
Legislative Director Kristen Rand 
accounted for 35% of expenditures. 
Under membership fees VPC's tax form 
reports $0. 

Since VPC has no 
members who does it actually 
represent? 

Answer: primarily the anti¬ 
gun $782-million Joyce Foundation 
which in 2010 provided 60% of VPC's 
budget. Barack Obama was a Joyce 
Foundation director until 2000. 




The fact that VPC is flush 
with funding from staunch opponents of 
gun rights as it works daily to eradicate 
the rights of all Americans means that 
it's a formidable enemy whose 
distortions of gun rights must be 
challenged at every turn. 

-- Based on "The Mouse 
That Roared" by Howard Nemerov, 
America's 1st Freedom July 2012 

“A crisis in constitutional 
governance” 

The Supreme Court takes 
only about 80 cases a year of the 8000 
cases that seek a decision, whereas 
Congress can typically pass more than 
20,000 separately justiciable legislative 
provisions a year that are mostly 
unconstitutional - more than 100 times 
as many as the courts could decide. 
That is a crisis in constitutional 
governance. 

A judge's duty is to say 
what the law is, fiat iustitia ruat coelum. 
That means adopting a doctrine that all 
congressional legislation and other 
official acts are to be presumed to be 
unconstitutional unless proved 
otherwise beyond a reasonable doubt. 
That means overturning more than 500 
precedents beginning with McCulloch 
that expanded federal power or denied 
a right of an individual against the 
exercise of such power. 

When the Supreme Court 
sustains a right they are usually 
correct, and when they sustain a 
government power they are usually 
wrong. 

--john.roland@constitution.org July 15, 
2012 

Laser Scanners and the End 
of Privacy 

Within the next year or two, 
the U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security will instantly know everything 
about your body, clothes, and luggage 
with a new laser-based molecular 
scanner fired from 164 feet (50 meters) 
away. From traces of drugs or gun 
powder on your clothes to what you 
had for breakfast to the adrenaline level 
in your body—agents will be able to get 
any information they want without even 


touching you. 

And without you knowing it. 

In November 2011, the 
scanner's inventors, Genia Photonics, 
were subcontracted by In-Q-Tel to work 
with the DHS. In-Q-Tel was founded "in 
February 1999 by a group of private 
citizens at the request of the Director of 
the CIA and with the support of the 
U.S. Congress." According to In-Q-Tel, 
they are the bridge between the 

Agency and new technology 

companies. 

The plan is to install the 

molecular scanner in airports and 

border crossings all across the U.S. 
The official, stated goal is to be able to 
quickly identify explosives, dangerous 
chemicals, or bioweapons at a 
distance. 

The small, inconspicuous 
machine is attached to a computer that 
will show the information in real time, 
from trace amounts of cocaine on your 
dollar bills to gunpowder residue on 
your shoes. 

There has so far been no 
discussion about the personal rights 
and privacy issues involved. Which 
"molecular tags" will they be scanning 
for? Who determines them? What are 
the threshold levels of this scanning? If 
you unknowingly stepped on the butt of 
someone's joint and are carrying a 
sugar-sized grain of cannabis like that 
unfortunate traveler currently in jail in 
Dubai, will you be arrested? And, since 
it's extremely portable, will this 
technology extend into police cars? 
And will your car be scanned for any 
trace amounts of suspicious 
substances? Would all this information 
be recorded anywhere? 

While the medical uses 
could revolutionize the way doctors 
diagnose illness there's a potential dark 
side to this implementation, and we 
need to shine some light on it before it's 
implemented. 

The author is currently 
completing his PhD in renewable 
energy solutions. Even while most of 
this information is publicly available, he 
wanted to remain anonymous. 

- http://gizmodo.com/5923980/July 10, 
2012 


Lesson of Colorado: Ignore 
Victim Disarmament Zones 
and go armed anyway 

By Mike Vanderboegh 
“You know, my daughters go to the 
movies. What if Malia and Sasha had 
been at the theater, as so many of our 
kids do every day?” -- Barack Obama 
reacting to the "Colorado Movie 
Massacre" [which left 12 people dead 
and 58 injured in the Century 16 
theater in Aurora] 

I'll tell you what would have 
happened -- the Secret Service 
protective detail would have put several 
bullets through the moke's gas mask — 
end of story. The hypocrisy of these 
Mandarins, who live in bodyguard 
envelopes whenever they venture out 
of their designated Green Zones, 
knows no bounds. One of my 
daughters went to another midnight 
showing of the same movie [the third in 
a Batman trilogy “The Dark Knight 
Rises”] here in Birmingham last night. 
She went with her boyfriend who was 
packing his permitted FEG Browning 
Hi-Power clone, despite the fact that 
the theater has a "no guns" policy. 

Virginia Citizens Defense 
League lists Cinemark Theaters (which 
in addition to Century 16 also owns 
Tinseltown, Cinearts, and Century 
Theatres) as being victim disarmament 
zones upon orders of the management. 
If so, it was only a matter of time before 
something like this happened. 

To me, the lesson of last 
night is to ignore Victim Disarmament 
Zones and pack concealed anyway. 
Only you are responsible for your 
safety, not some risk-averse corporate 
drone.,..[T]he essential lesson is that 
only the ARMED intended victims of a 
mass shooting can interrupt the shooter 
in time to make a difference. The same 
goes for government-sponsored 
genocides, as the Jewish people have 
learned too many times in history. 

-- sipseystreetirregulars BlogSpot, July 
20, 2012, as reposted by Jews for the 
Preservation of Firearms, jpfo.org 
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